REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance in view of the foregoing amendment and the .following 
remarks are rcsneenuih requested. Claim 1, 2, 6, 7. 1 L 12, 15 and 23 are amended. 
Rejeefkm of Claims 1- 30 Under 35 C.S.C. 310ft a) 

The Cilice Action rejects claims 1-30 under 35 U.S.C. §10.5 (a) as being unoaieniable 

over Ngo et al, (U.S. Patent No. 5,933,150) ("Ngo et al") in view of Kroitor (U.S. Patent No. 
5354,634} ("Kroltof }. Applicant has amended the claims to more appropriately define the 
invention. Applicant respectfully submits that the claims as amended are patentable over Ngo et 
aL and Kroitor, 

We first discuss claim 1 . Claim ! is amended to recite thai the computer readable 
instructions Laser; text anchors Into a second window by. for each anchor, selecting a desuvc 
emotion from a plurality of predetermined emotions. Support for this limitation is found in. tor 
example. Figure 1 1 A and Figure I IB and associated discussion, wherein emotions such a«- anger. 

The Office Action on page 2 asserts that the step of inserting anchor? onto a second 
window by , for each anchor, selecting a desired pose from a plurality of predetermined poses is 
taught by Ngo et at. in column 6, lines 47-67. Here Ngo et al. discuss four image examples that 
are associated with a vertex ofa geometric shape. These figures are shown in Figures 2A-2D. 
These stick figures illustrate data structures associated with these images. Figure 3 shows the 
data structure wherein the user includes a point which represents a position in which the image is 
weighted. Applicant respectfully submits that neither Ngo ei al. nor Kroner teach a text anchor 
that can be an emotion. For example. In Ngo tt al, the stick figures of Figures 2 A -CD clearly 
show no emotion inasmuch as the stick figures have no expression In their faces. Similarly. 
Kroitor does not show a text anchor that has emotion, bin rather various vertices with either 
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image as shown in Figure 3, genera! eye shapes as shown in Figure 5 or letters which are 
associated with a positi on of fins in Figure 6. In no ease in the teachings of Kro itor or Ngo el al, 
J.- mt\ .t.to^ >i' *uy;.v^ m<o k'V -uca<^ u<u <t'«. as'<K>akd \Mf;j a J- sskJ emotmu c-uoh 
anger or surprise. Accordingly, Applicant's respectfully submit that the feature of inserting text 
anchors into a window b>\ for each anchor, selecting a desired emotion from a plurality of 
emotions is not taught or suggested in the combination of references. 

The Office Action appropriately concedes that Ngo et af fail to teach "upon a cursor 
being dragged over a second window to a desired anchor, additive! y applying characteristics for 
the desired anchor to the desired image based on the proximity of the cursor to the desired dot 
anchor; 5 However, the Office Action asserts that Kroitor teaches this feature by using a cursor to 
drag or move die points -within state zones at column 6, lines 24-46. Applicant notes that there is 
nothing in this portion of Kroitor or elsewhere in Kroitor thai relates to text anchors being 
associated with emotions of the image. Column 6 of Kroitor merely discusses how it is 
important that the system provide for a vector -based image as opposed to bit-map drawings such 
that line segments drawn by the animator may be mathematically denned and processed by the 
computer. There is no discussion beyond generic threeKtimensionai movements of the images as 
is shown in the figures such as Figures 3 and 4 which would suggest that rather than 
manipulating simple features such, as a mouth shape that rather enabling the anchors to be 
associated with a desired emotion which requires more, analysis and modification of the image. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submit thai claim 1 is patentable and in condition for 
allowance. Claims 2-5 each depend from claim 1 and recite further limitations therefrom. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that these claims are patentable as well. 

Claim 2 is amended to recite that the characteristics of the anchors are at least one of 
anger, surprise and happy. Applicant submits that the references fall to teach these emotions. 
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Claim 6 also recites the step of inserting text anchors into a second window by, for 
anchor, selecting a desired emotion from a plurality of preselected emotions. When the cur 
dragged through a second window to a desired anchor - he characteristics of the emotion 
associated with the desired anchor are adddively applied to the desired image based on a 
proximity of the cursor to the desired anchor. As noted above. Applicant submits that thm 
1 Imitations are not taught or suggested in the combination of the prior art. Claims 7-10 dep 
from claim 6" and recite further limitations therefrom. Accordingly, Applicant submits thai 
claims au* pa;-..'-;. rne - t \ ~Wv.il 
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allowance. 



CONCLUSION 

lh\ ii)*: .UJwicJ :\}\ rokvi!^ and objection, respects];} suho ; ;o: ihar die 

h -.vc^;jr>. ;hcCx-i-m;isxo f v> h>- P^ems h author- --cd to .bar*- -r cscJsi iho Law Office of 
rimnsa<> h&:u$ors< LI C\ Aceoum No. 50-2%0 tor <a-.\ Jjfioencx or crru\ n^ cnt , 
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